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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Specification 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. The title "weighted decision making 
systems, methods and computer program products" is so broad that it may cover many 
aspects of decision making which are not parts of the invention. In addition, it fails to 
indicate the inventive concept in user's choices. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 3-6, 7, 9-12, 13, 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Dool (US Pub. No. 2003/0078900 A1), and hereinafter Dool. 

4. With respect to claim 1 , Dool discloses a computer-based decision making 
method for selecting a choice from a plurality of choices (Dool: [0049], L 1-7), 
comprising: 

displaying to a user a set of criteria that pertain to the plurality of choices (Dool: 
[0009], L 2-5, "... receiving in a computer system a set of alternative choices and a set 
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of criteria by which the set of alternative choices may be evaluated...", and [0034], L 3-4, 
"... users input possible solutions or alternatives to the problem ... then identify relevant 
criteria to be used to compare possible solutions"); 

accepting user selection of at least a subset of the criteria (Dool: [0009], L 8-9, 
"Each weight indicates importance of a respective criterion from set of criteria", and 
[0034], L 4-6, "Users then identify relevant criteria to be used ..." imply user selection of 
a subset of criteria); 

accepting user input of weights for the criteria that were selected (Dool: [0009], 
L5-9, "The computer system also receives ... a set of weights. Each weight indicates 
importance of a respective criterion from set of criteria", and [0034], L 5-7, "Users also 
decide whether some criteria are more important than other criteria in the evaluation 
process"); 

accepting user input of a numeric rating for the criteria that were selected, for 
each of the plurality of choices (Dool: [0034], L 6-12, "... users are then designated to 
assess how possible solutions to the problem rate according to each criterion under 
consideration. To do this, the assessing users consider each criterion individually and 
are possible solutions", wherein a solution may refer to the selection of an alternative or 
a choice); 

calculating a score for each choice by summing the products of the numeric 
rating and the weight for the criteria that were selected (Dool: [0178] describes the 
summation of products of numerical rating); and 
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displaying at least one of the choices based on the scores that were calculated 
(Dool: [0089], "... final analysis ... is provided ... including a ranking of alternatives and 
a final recommendation", wherein an alternative includes the selection of a choice). 

5. With respect to claim 7, the claim is substantially the same as claim 1 , and 
therefore, it is rejected for the same reason as in claim 1 above. 

6. With respect to claim 1 3, the claim is substantially the same as claim 1 , and 
therefore, it is rejected for the same reason as in claim 1 above. 

7. With respect to claims 3, 6, and 9, Dool discloses wherein the following is 
performed prior to calculating a score for each choice: scaling the weights (Dool: [0099] 
describes the value mapped form different metrics to the grade domain subject to the 
upper and lower bounds). 

8. With respect to claims 4, 10, 16, Dool discloses wherein displaying to a user a 
set of criteria that may pertain to the plurality of choices comprises: displaying the set of 
criteria arranged in groups of criteria (Dool: Figure 7, block 704 shows the criteria 
hierarchy). 

9. With respect to claims 5,11, and 1 7, Dool wherein displaying at least one of the 
choices based on the scores that were calculated comprises: displaying a ranking of the 
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plurality of choices based on the scores (Dool: [0089], L 9-1 1, "... including a ranking of 
alternatives ..." based on evaluation methods, as in [0097]). 



10. With respect to claims 6, 12 and 18, Dool discloses analyzing the criteria that 
were selected, the weights and/or the scores for a plurality of users (Dool: [0067], "the 
operation of various other modules in the system and either performs or assists with 
final evaluation of the results. Upon conclusion of intermediate evaluations, the results 
provided by criteria manager module 424, evaluation manager module 434 and 
weighting manager module 444 are used by system 400 to determine grades for various 
criteria and alternatives. These grades are communicated to project manager module 
452", describe analyzing the weights and scores for plurality of users, [0032], L 1-4]). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



1 1 . Claims 2, 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dool, as applied to claims 1, 7 and 13 above, in view of Stiegler 
(US Patent No. 5774121), and hereinafter Stiegler. 
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12. With respect to claims 2, 8 and 14, Dool fails to expressly disclose "displaying to 
the user different interpretations that a selected criterion may have" and "accepting user 
input as to a desired interpretation for the selected criterion". 

Stiegler discloses "displaying to the user different interpretations that a selected 
criterion may have" (Stiegler: "... the user is able to ... modify the text for the criteria 
explanation ..." imply display to user the different interpretations); and accepting user 
input as to a desired interpretation for the selected criterion (Stiegler: "... the user is 
able to enter ... the text for the criteria explanation in the criteria 
explanation text window" imply accepting user input as to the 
interpretation of the selected criterion). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to incorporate the service for processing user's 
input of different explanation text, as taught by Stiegler, into the 
teachings of Dool in order to leverage the interface capability in a 
distributed environment. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LIWU CHANG whose telephone number is 571-270- 
3809. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Vincent can be reached on 571-272-3080. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



IL. C.I July 27, 2008 

Examiner, Art Unit 2142 
/David R Vincent/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2129 



